(Ai^ndedj A method of checking the meaning of a woni in an electronic document comprising 
the sv^s of: 

retrieving said word to be checked from said document; 

selecting a set of filter words in one or more electronic dictionaries to be used for checking 
said word, said set of filter words being based in part on considering an identity of an 
intended recipient of said electronic document : 

determinmg whether said word [has been inadvertendy included in said document and] has 
a particular meaning that is (1) designated as offensive in said set of filter words: and/ or (2) 
[has been] is obsignated as potentially inappropriate in said set of filter words for 
conimunication\o said intended recipient [use in said document], 

2. (Aniended) The method of claim l,\furdier including a step of designating said set of filter 
words [that have a meaning that is potentially inappropriate] by changing a value of a filter status 
field for [such] words in [an electronic^ dictionary] said one or more electronic dictionaries . 

3. (Amended) The method of claim 2, wherein the filter status field for each of the words can have 



one of N values, where N >2, and where N designates whether each of said words is offensivie 
or potentially inappropriate . \ 

4. (Amended) The method of claim 2, wherein [those words that have a potentially inappropriate 
meaning] said set of filter words can be [identified] selected without input from an author of the 
document [ a user of such electronic dictionary], 

5. (Amended) The method of claim 2, wherein\an identification of said set of filter words 
[potentially inappropriate words] can take place at or about the time said one or more electronic 
dictionaries are [the electronic dictionary is] first generated, 

6. (Amended) The method of claim 1, further including a step of generating an alert indicating that 
such word is offensive and/ or potentially inappropriate. 

7. (Amended) The method of claim [6] 3, ftirther incmding a step of permitting a user to [change 
the value of the status flag for such] remove said word from said set of filter words. 
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8. (Original) The method of claim 1, further including a step of verifying the spelling of such word. 



"91 (Amended) The method of claim [7] 8, further including a step of generating a list of substitute 
words in the event such word is mis-spelled, and if a one of the substitute words is selected in 
lieu of such word, detemuning whether the substituted word is in said set of filter words [has a 
meaning that is potentially inappropriate for use in a text document]. 

10. (Amended) The method of claim 1, whercin a list of documents is checked, and a list of 
[potentially inappropriate] words in such documents that are in said set of filter words is 



generated. 



11. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein Wid word is checked substantially immediate in time 
after it is input into said document by j_us£ri ■ . 



12. (Amended) The method of claim 1, wherein^said word has a first meaning in a first context 
identified as a first rating in a first dictionary file from said one or more electronic dictionaries 
for a first audience , and a second meaning in a second context identified as a second rating in a 
second dictionary file from said one or more electronic dictionaries for a a second audience , and 
further including a step of determining whether said word has a particular meaning that has been 
designated as potentially inappropriate for use in either of the first or second contexts by 
examining said first and second rating s. | 

13. (Amended) The method of claim 2, further including a step of specifying a threshold value 
which the filter status field must exceed in order (or said word to be identified as belonging to 
said set of filter words [potentially inappropriate] 
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14. (Ame^ed) A method of permitting [a user] an author of an electronic document to 

simultaneously check both the spelling and meaning of words in [an electronic] such document 
comprisii^the steps of: 

[a] retrieving a word to be spell checked and word checked from said document; and 

[b] detennining whether said word has been spelled correctly; and 

[c] when said word has been spelled incorrectly presenting a first list of alternative words 
to said user as replacements for said word, and permitting said [user] author to select a first 

. replacement worOyfor said word; and 

[d] determining whether the meaning of said word or replacement word has a designation 
[been designated] as Offensive and/ or potentially inappropriate for use in a text document, 
said designation being modifiable by the authon and 

[e] when said word has ^een designated as offensive and/ or potentially inappropriate, 
presenting a second list of alternative words to said [user] author as replacements for said 
word, and permitting said [userpauthor to select a second replacement word for said word. 



15. (Amended) The method of claim 14, further including a step (f): permitting said [user] author to 
select said word, the first replacement word, or the second replacement word. 

16. (Amended) The method of claim 14, furdier including a step (f): repeating steps [d] and [e] as 
necessary so that a word is selected tha( is not designated as potentially inappropriate, or said 
[user] author is permitted to select a word by manual override. 

17. (Amended) The method of claim 14,/further including a step of identifying those words that 
have a meaning that is offensive and/ or potentially inappropriate by changing a value of a status 
field for such words in an electronicj/ dictionary 

18. (Amended) The method of claim 17, wherein those words that have and offensive and/ or a 
potentially inappropriate meaning can be identified initially without input from a user of such 



electronic dictionary 



19. (Original) The method of claim 17, wherein an identification of potentially inappropriate words 
can take place at or about the time the electronic dictionary is first generated. 

20. (Original) The method of claim 14,\ further including a step of generating an alert indicating that 
such word is potentially inappropriate. 
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22. 



23. 



(Amen^bd) The method of claim 14, further including a step of peraiitting [a user] an author to 
change theWue of the status flag for such word.^ 

(Amended) The method of claim 14, wherein sai^l word is checked substantially immediate in 
time after it is input into said document by [a user] the author . 

(Amended) The method of claim 14, wherein said word has a first meaning in a first context 
identified as a first rating in a first dictionary file for a first audience , and a second meaning in a 
second context identified as a second rating in a second dictionary file for a second audience , 
and furdier including a step of determining whj^ther said word has a particular meaning that has 
been designated as potentially inappropriate for use in either of the first or second contexts by 
examining said first and second rating s. 
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24. (Amendfid) A method of word checking an electronic document generated by a word 
processing program under control of a user of said program, said method comprising the steps 
of: 

storing ^ord-checking status information for said document, including a table [containing] 
identifying offensive and/ or potentially inappropriate words used in said document; 

monitoring interaction between said user and said word processing program to identify idle 
editing periods)^ 

locating offensive and/ or potentially inappropriate words in said document during the idle 
editing periods, anoNjipdating the word checking status information in response thereto as 
needed; and 

modifying a word filteKelectronic dictionary containing said offensive and/ or potentially 
inappropriate words baseaVon input from the user, so that the user can control which words 
in said document are to be identified in said table . 

25. (Amended) The method of claim 24, wherein the table includes information pertaining to the 
location in said document of any words that are determined to be offensive and/ or potentially 
inappropriate. ; . 



26. (Original) The method of claim 24, wherein a check of the spelling of such word is also 
performed. 



27. (Amended) The method of claim 24, wherein said word has a first meaning in a first context 
identified as a first rating in a first dictionary file forming part of said word filter electronic 
dictionary and a second meaning in a second context identified as a second rating in a second 
dictionaty file forming part of said word filter electronic dictionary , and fvuther including a step 
of determining whether said word has a particular meaning that has been designated as 
potentially inappropriate for use in either of me first or second contexts by examining said first 
and second rating s. \ 

28. (Amended) The method of claim 24, further including a step of permitting a user to specify a 
rating threshold which must be exceeded in ord\r for said word to be identified as offensive 
and/ or potentially inappropriate. 
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29. (Ajpnended) A method of automatically word checking an electronic document as it is generated 
by a user [of a word processing program], comprising the steps of: 

allowing the user to specify one or more word filter dictionaries to be used for filtering text 
content^of the document, where at least one of said one or more word filter dictionaries is 



selected based on an intended audience for the electronic document; and 
monitoring data input by [said] the user during a data input period that is intended to be 

included as a wordon said document; and 
determining whetheiohe word is offensive and/ or potentially inappropriate for use in said 

document by comparingHhe word against words contained in said one or more word filter 

dictionaries : and 

when the word is determine<5s^o be offensive and/ or potentially inappropriate, alerting 
[said] the user, and 

wherein a result of said word checkW is communicated to [said] the user [with 
substantially minimal delay after the datasinput period for the word] while the user is still 
entering said text content of the documenu 



30. (Original) The method of claim 2^ wherein said result is communicated before [said] the user 
has completed data input during a subsequent data input period intended for a subsequent word 
to be included in said document. \ 

31. (Original) The method of claim 29, wherein when the word is determined to be potentially 
inappropriate [said] the user is precludedVrom inputting additional words in said document until 
corrective action has been taken for such word. 



32. (Amended) The method of claim 29, wherem a check of the spelling of such word is also 

performed, and wherein the result of this spemng check is communicated to [said] the user while 
said user is still entering said text content of they document [with substantially minimal delay after 
the data input period for the word]. 
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33. (Amended) The method of claim 32, fxiither including a step of generating a list of substitute 
words in the event such word is mis-spelled, and if a [one of the] substitute word[s] is selected in 
lieu of such word, determining whether [the] said substitute[d] word has a meaning that is 
offensive and/ or potentially inappropriate for use in a text document by comparing said 
substitute word against words contained in said one or more word filter dictionaries . 

34. (Amended) The method of claim 29, wherein said word has a first meaning in a first context 
identified as a first rating in a first dictionary file from said one or more word filter dictionaries , 
and a second meaning in a second context identified as a second rating in a second dictionary 
file from said one or more word filter dictionaries , and further including a step of determining 
whether said word has a particular meaning that has been designated as potentially inappropriate 
for use in either of the first or second contexts by examining said first and second rating s. 

35. (Amended) The method of claim 29, further including ai step of permitting [a] the user to 
specify a rating threshold which must be exceeded in order for said word to be identified as 
potentially inappropriate. I 
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36. (Amended) A method of generating an electronic version of a language filter dictionary- 
comprising the steps of: 

inputting data in electronic form to create a set of words in computer readable form for 
[said] theMictionary and 
( providing kf irst dictionary, which first dictionary is a f int part of the language filter 

dictionary for^entifyng each word in said set of words that has a meaning that is 
potentially inappropriate for use in communications with a first group of persons; 

providing a seconcrdictionaiy which second dictionary is a second part of the languag e 
filter dictionary [status^ield associated for each of such words, which status field indicates 
whether such word] for identifying each word in said set of words that has a meaning that is 
potentially inappropriate fonuse in [an electronic document] communications with a second 
group of persons . 

37. (Amended) The method of claim 36, wherein the first and second dictionaries [status field is] are 
modifiable by an author of an electronic document using the language filter dictionary to check 
said document[ , ank furdier including a step of modifying the status field in accordance with the 
meaning of its associ^ed word]^ 

38. (Amended) The method of chum 36, wherein [the] said first and second dictionaries include 
status fields for each worn contained therein and which can be modified to have any one of N 
possible values, where N Y=2L and where N cpn'esponds to a degree of potential 
inappropriateness for a word associated wkh^^ juch status field, such that extremely offensive 
words are rated with a status\fielavdue that is higher than less offensive words . 

39. (Amended) The method of cl^dm 36, [wherein each status field is associated with the meaning of 
such word in a first context, ana] including a further step of providing at least one additional 
[status field] dictionary for indicating whether such word has a meaning that is potentially 
inappropriate for use in with a thiraSgr6up of persons [a second context]. 
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40. (Amended) An electronic system for permitting a user to [check the meaning of words] 
control which words are allowed in an electronic document, said system including: 
a system memory for storing a word checking software module; 
a processing device for executing the word checking software module; 
an electronic^ictionary for identifying a set of filter words to be filtered from the electronic 
documents, said set of filter words including both offensive words and/ or potentially 
inappropriate wordsXand which potentially inappropriate words are determined by 
considering an identityof an audience intended to receive the electronic document: and 
wherein the word checKpg software module is configured such that it can perform the 
following operations: 

0 retrieving [saicH words to be checked from [said] the document; 
(n) determining whemer said words from the document [has been inadvertendy 
included in said document and has a partictilar meaning that has been 
designated as potentiMy inappropriate for use in said document] include any 
from said set of filter words. 



41. (Amend^) The system of claim 40, [further including an electronic dictionary for storing said 
words, andt ^vherein the word checking software module designates [words that have a meaning 
that is potentially inappropriate] said set of filter words by changing a value of a status field for 
such words in said electronic dictionary . 

42. (Amended) The "System of claim 41, wherein the status field for each of the words in said 
electronic dictionaiy ^can have one of N va^es, where N >2. 

43. (Amended) The syst^ of claim 4//, wherein [those words that have a potentially inappropriate 

• \ /'/'''• 
meaning] said set of filter words ^^n be/identified without input from said user. 

44. (Amended) The system of claim 41, ^elein an identification of said offensive and/ or 
potentially inappropriate words can t^ke place at or about the time the electronic dictionary is 



first generated. 

45. (Amended) The system of claim 40, wherein the word checking software module is configured 

\ 

such that it can perform the additional operation of generating an alert indicating that a [such] 
word in the document is [potentially inappropriate] in said set of filter words . 
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^JP^G, (Amended) "R^system of claim [45] 41, wherein the word checking software module is 
^ ^ configured such\hat it can perform the additional operation of permitting said user to change 
the value of the statu^ag for [such] words in said electronic dictionary . 



47r(Original) \rhe system of claim 40, wherein the word checking software module is configured 
such that it can perform the additional operation of verifying the spelling of [said] words. 




~48. (AmendedjTlie system of claim 47, wherein the word checkmg software module is configured 
such that it can perform the additional operation of generating a list of substitute words in the 
event any [such] wDrd is mis-spelled, and if a one of the substitute words is selected in lieu of 
such word, determining whether the substituted word includes any word from said set of filter 
words [has a meaning mat is potentially inappropriate for use in a text document]. 

49. (Amended) The systemVf claim 40, wherein the word checking software module is configured 
such that it can perform the additic^^dperation of checking a set of documents, and generating 
a list of [potentiaUy inappropriate]iK05ds-in such documents that are in said set of filter words . 

50. (Amended) The system of claim 465/^emn said words [is] arc checked substantially immediate 
in time after they are [it is] input into^a document by a user. 

51. (Amended) The system of claimHO, herein said word has a first meaning in a first context 
identified as a first rating in a first dictionary file forming part of said electronic dictionary , and a 
second meaning in a second conte^o; identified as a second rating in a second dictionary file 
forming part of said electronic dictionary and wherein the word checking software module is 
configured such that it can perform the additional operation of determining whether said word 
has a particular meaning that has been designated as potentially inappropriate for use in either of 
the first or second contexts by examining said first and second rating s. 

52. (Amended) The system of claim [40] 41 , wherein the word checking software module is 
configured such that it can perform the additional operation of specifying a threshold value 
which the status field must exceed in order for [said] words to be identified as [potentially 
inappropriate] part of said set of filter words . \ 
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53. (Aniended) An article of manufacture comprising: 

ah electronic dictionary^ including a set of words and a [an] plurality of associated status 
^ fields^for [each of the] said set of words , each status field identifying an appropriateness 

^jP;^ I rating for a particular audience for individual words in said set of words, such that an 



2j;a^ 
lal wo 




individual word can have a plurality of appropriateness rating s [ for indicating a level of 
potential inap^ropriateness for such word when used in an ekctronic text document]; 

a word checkingyroutine executable by a computing device and for checking whether words 
in [the] an electroniostext document [are inadvertendy] should be included in a 
communication to a particular audience , and which routine is configured to perform the 
following operations: \ 

[a] retrieving a word to be word checked from [an] said electronic text document; and 

[b] accessing the electronic dmionary to determine whether the [level of potential 
inappropriateness] appropriateness rating of [such] said word identified in a status field for 
said particular audience exceeds a thi^shold value specified for such document; and 

wherein the electronic dictionary and m)rd checking routine are embodied in a computer 
readable media. — _ 



54. (Original) The article of claim 53, further including a spell checking routine for determining 
whether such word has been spelled correcdy. 



55. (Amended) The article of claim^^, wherein the spell checking routine also presents a first list of 
alternative words as replacements i<^r [the] said word when it is mis-spelled, and permits a first 
replacement word to be substituted f^r [the] said word. 

56. (Amended) The article of claim 55, wherein the word checking routine is also configured to 
determine whether [the meaning of thejv said replacement word has an appropriateness rating 
that exceeds [the] said threshold value for^such document. 

57. (Amended) The article of claim 53, whereinVhe word checking routine is also configured to 
permit a user of the routine to change the appropriateness rating value of a status field for [any] 
words in [the] said electronic dictionary. 
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58. (Amended) The article of claim 53, wherein die word checking routine is also configured to 
check words substantially immediate in time after they ar t input into [the] said electronic 
document by a user. 



Please cancel claim 59. ^ 

60. (Origmal) The article of claim 53, wherein the computer readable media includes any of the 
following: a floppy disk, a hard disk, a CD-ROM, a magnetic tape, or a non- volatile 
semiconductor memory. 
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61. (Amended) A system for permitting a user to check the meaning of words in an electronic 
document, said system including: 

a computer readable storage structure f Dr storing a word checking software module, such 
module being incorporated as part of a ^^^ord processing program that can be executed by a 
computer processing device; 

wherein the word checking software module is configured such that when it is executed by 
the computer processing device it can p<irform the following operations: 
retrieving said words to be checked from said document; 
determining whether said word is inadvertendy included and has a particular 
meaning that has been designated as potentially inappropriate for use in said 
document: and t 

alerting a user to the presence of said word when it is designated as 
potentially inappropriate! and 

(iv) allowing a user to modify said word in said document when it is designated 
as potentially inappropriate before transmitting said document to a third 
party and 1 

(v) allowing a user of said word checking sofware module to specify a rating 
value for a word to be used in determining whether such word is potentially 



0 



{ml 



inappropnate. 



62. (Amended) The system of claim 61, further including an electronic dictionary for storing said 
words, and wherein the word checking software module designates words that have a meaning 
that is potentially inappropriate by changing [a] said rating value [of] in a status field for such 
words. 

63. (Amended) The system of claim 62, wherein [tl e] said status field for each of the words can 
have one of N rating values, where N >2. 



Please cancel claims 64 - 65. 



66. (Original) The system of claim 61, wherein the word checking software module is configured 

such that it can perform the additional operation of verifying the spelling of said words. 
AtTienhmA & ResponseforSN 09/014,414 \ 
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67. (Amended) The system of claim 66, wherein the woni checking software module is configured 
such that it can perform the additional operation of generating a list of substitute words in the 
event such word is mis-spelled, and if a one of the|Substitute words is selected in lieu of such 
word, determining whether the substimted word has a meaning that is potentially inappropriate 



for use in [a text] said document. 



68. (Original) The system of claim 61, wherein the word checking software module is configured 
such that it can perform the additional operation of checking a set of documents, and generating 
a list of potentially inappropriate words in such documents. 

69. (Original) The system of claim 61, wherein said wprd is checked substantially immediate in time 
after it is input into said document by a user. 



70. (Amended) The system of claim 61, wherein saidjword has a first meaning in a first context 
identified as a first rating in a first electronic dictiLnaty file , and a second meaning in a second 

^{^ context identified as a second rating in a second electronic dictionary file , and wherein the word 

checking software module is configured such that it can perform the additional operation of 
determining whether said word has a particular meaning that has been designated as potentially 
inappropriate for use in either of the first or second contexts by examining said first and second 
rating s. 

71. (Amended) The system of claim 61, wherein the word checking software module is configured 
such that it can perform the additional operation of specifying a threshold value which [the 
status field] said rating value must exceed in order for said word to be identified as potentially 
inappropriate. 
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72. (Amended) An electronic dictionary embodied in computer readable form for use in a word 
processmg program, said dictionary including: 

a serof words represented in computer readable form; 

a first electronic dictionary incorporated as part of the electronic dictionary and being used 
for identimng any word in said set of words that is offensive; and 

a second ele^ronic dictionary incorporated as part of the electronic dictionary and being 
used for identifyLng any word in said set of words [status field associated for each of such 
words, which statiis field facilitates a determination of whether such word, when 
inadvertendy includeosin an electronic dociunent, has a meaning] that is potentially 
inappropriate for use in communications with a particular group of persons [such 
document]. 



73. (Amended) The dictionary of claim 72, wherein the first and second electronic dictionaries 
[status field is] are modifiable by an author of an electronic document using the dictionary to 
check said document . / 

74. (Amended) The dictionary of claim 73, wherein the first and second electronic dictionaries each 



have a status field which has one of N possible values, where N >2, and where N corresponds 
to a degree of potential inappropriateness for a word associated with such status field. 
75. (Amended) The dictionary of claim 73, [whirein each status field is associated with the meaning 
of such word in a first context, and] includilg at least [one additional status field for indicating 



whether such] a third electronic dictionary incorporated as part of the electronic dictionary and 
identifying any word that has a meaning thlt is potentially inappropriate for use [in a second 
context] with a second group of persons . 
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76. (Xmended) A method of checking the meaning of a word in an electronic docximent comprising 
the steps of: 

n^rieving said word to be checked from [said] the document; 

determining with a first electronic language filter whether said word has a particular 
meanii^that is likely to be offensive to persons intended to read such [text] document; and 

determining with a second electronic language filter whether said word is potentially 
inappropriatb^for use in communications to said persons, based in part on considering an 
identity of saicrpersons . 



77. (Amended) The method of claim 76, further|including a step of configuring said first and second 
language filters by [designating words that ha^e a meaning that is likely to be offensive by] 
changing a value of one or more [a] status fields for such words in an electronic dictionary. 

78. (Amended) The method of claim 77, wherein said [the] status fields for each of the words can 
have one of N values, where N >2. ^ 

79. (Amended) The method of claim 76, further including a step of generating an alert indicating 
that such word is [likely to be offensive] within said first and/ or second electronic languag e 
filter . 

80. (Original) The method of claim 76, further including a step of verifying the spelling of such 
word. 

81. (Original) The method of claim 80, further including a step of generating a list of substitute 
words in the event such word is mis-spelled, and if aV)ne of the substitute words is selected in 
lieu of such word, determining whether the substitutedy^word hias a meaning that is likely to be 
offensive^ 



82. (Amended) The method of claim 76, wherein said word is checked by said first and second 
lang ua ge filters substantially immediate in time after it is input into said document by a user. 
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Please add the following new claims 83 - 140: 



83. (Newly added) The method of claim 1, wherein said one or more electronic dictionaries 
correspond to one or more customized sets of filter words, each of said customized sets of 
filter words being associated with words that ^dre potentially inappropriate for a different 
intended recipient. 

84. (Newly added) The method of claim 1, wherein a first electronic dictionary in said one or 
more electronic dictionaries is checked to determine if said word is offensive, and a second 
electronic dictionary in said one more electronic dictionaries is checked to determine if said 
word is potentially inappropriate for said intended recipient, said second electronic 
dictionary being customized to include words that may cause embarassment or financial loss 
by their inclusion in the document to said intended recipient. 

85. (Newly added) The method of claim 1, wherein a first electronic dictionary in said one or 
more electronic dictionaries is checked to determine if said word is offensive, and a plurality 
of second electronic dictionaries in said one or more electronic dictionaries are checked to 
determine if said word is potentially inappropriate for a plurality of intended recipients, said 
plurality of second electronic dictionaries being individually customized to include words 
that may cause embarassment or financial loss by their inclusion in the document to said 
plurality of recipients . 

86. (Newly added) The method of claini?84, wherein said sets of filter words are based on an 
ethnicity, gender and/ or language speaking characteristic of an intended recipient. 

87. (Newly added) The method of claini 1, wherein said document includes an e-mail message, 
an electronic spreadsheet, an electronic database, or an electronic word processing 
document. 

88. (Newly added) The method of claim 14, wherein said word is designated as offensive and/ or 
potentially inappropriate based on an ethnicity, gender and/ or language speaking 
characteristic of an intended recipient of said text docvunent. 

89. (Newly added) The method of claim 29, wherein said words are designated as offensive 
and/ or potentially inappropriate based on an ethnicity, gender and/ or language speaking 

characteristic of an intended recipient of said docimient. 
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90. 



91. 



92. 



(Newly added) The method of claim 29, wherein said document is an e-mail message, an 
electronic spreadsheet, an electronic database, or an electronic word processing document. 
(Ne^y added) The system of claim 41, wherein said filter words are based on an ethnicity, 
gender and/ or language speaking characteristic of an intended recipient of said document. 
(Newly added) The system of claim 41, wherein the docunKpt is an e-mail message, an 
electronic spreadsheet, an electronic database, or an electronic word processing document. 



\ 4 



93. (Newly adddd) A method of checking content of an electronic docvmnent comprising the steps 

(a) specifying a language filter to be used for inspecting words of the electronic document 
to determine if it contains potentially inappropriate content, said language filter being 
based in part on an identity of an intended recipient of the electronic document; and 

(b) specifying a lang^ge sensitivity threshold level to be used when evaluating the 
electronic document;; and 

(c) providing an output indicating when said language sensitivity threshold is exceeded 
based on words in the electronic document. 



94. (Newdy added) The method of claim 93, wherein a rating value for each word in the electronic 
document is compared against said language sensitivity threshold level to determine if such word 
should be identified as potentially inappropriat 

95. (Newly added) The method of claim 94, wherein said rating value and said language sensitivity 
threshold level are adjustable. 

96. (Newly added) The method of claim 95, wher^ said rating value is specified as a status field 
value in an electronic dictionary used as part oflsaid language filter. 
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97. (Newly added) A system for checking content of an electronic document comprising: 

a^ computer readable storage stmcture for storing a word checking software module that 
can be^^ecuted by a computer processing device; and 
V) V a language filter, which language filters is associated with a set of words that are potentially 
^<^f inappropriate^or use with a corresponding recipient of the electronic document; and 

wherein the w^d checking software module is configured such that when it is executed 
by the computer pnsK:essing device it can perform the following operations: 
^ (i) Speci^ing said language filter for checking the electronic document; 

(if) specifying^language sensitivity threshold level to be used when evaluating 

the electroniodocument; 
(ii^ providing an out^t indicating when said language sensitivity threshold is 
exceeded based on words in the electronic document. 



98. (Newly added) The system of claim 97, wherein a rating value for each word in the electronic 
document is compared against said language sensitivity threshold level to determine if such word 
should be identified as potentially inappropriate.) 



99. (Newly added) The system of claim 98, wherein said rating value and said language sensitivity 
threshold level are adjustable. 



100. (Newly added) The system of claim 99, 
value in an electronic dictionary used as par: 



vherein said rating value is specified as a status field 
of said language filter. 



V 
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101. (Newly ad^ed) A method of controlling distribution of an electronic document to prevent 
dissemination oPembarassing and/ or harmful content in such electronic document, the method 
comprising the steps of: 

a) identifying offensive words that should not be included in an electronic document to be 
distributed ro an intended third party recipient; and 

b) identifying potentially inappropriate words that should not be included in an electronic 
document to be cjistributed to said intended third party recipient, said potentially 
mappropnate words being based in part on a consideration of an identity of said 
intended third party recipient; and 

c) inspecting the document electronically before it is distributed to said intended third party 
recipient to see if it contains any of said offensive and/ or potentially inappropriate 
words, so that a corrective action can be taken to eliminate said offensive and/ or 
potentially inappropriate woros and/ or to prevent distribution of the document. 



102. (Newly added) The method of claim 101, further including a step: (d) replacing any offensive 
and/or potentially inappropriate words in die document as part of said corrective action. 



103. (Newly added) The method of claim 
words and said potentially inappropriate 
document as part of an electronic language 



01, wherein a status field rating for said offensive 
yords are set up by an author of the electronic 
filter. 



104. (Newly added) The method of claim 
sets a threshold value which must be exci 



103, wherein an author of the electronic document also 
eded by said status field rating in order for a word to 



be considered as one of said offensive ana/ or potentially inappropriate words. 
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105. (Ne\^4y added) A method of controlling language content of an electronic document, the 
method comprising the steps of: j 

(a) defining a word as offensive by specifying a first rating value for a first status field 
associated with said word in an electronic dictionary; and 

(b) defining a word as potentially inappropriate for communication with an intended 
recipient of the electronic document by specifying a second rating value for a second 
status field associated with said word in said electronic dictionary, said second rating 
value being based in part on a consideration of a gender, language use and/ or ethnicity 
of said particular recipient; and 

(c) entering text words for the language content of the electronic document; and 

(d) selecting whether said first status field and/ or said second status field in said electronic 
dictionary should be used for examining said text words; and 

(e) reviewing the text words in accordance with step (d) to determine if any context 
restricted words are contained in the electronic document, said context restricted words 
including text words that are offensive and/ or potentially inappropriate as defined in 
steps (a) and (b); and 

(f) identifying any context restricted words in the electronic document before such 
document is transmitted to said intended recipient so that said context restricted words 
can be modified or eliminated. 

106. (Newly added) The method of claim 105 wherein steps (a) and (b) are controllable by an 
author of the electronic dociiment to customize a set of offensive and/ or potentially 
inappropriate words. 

i 

i 

107. (Newly added) The metlhod of claim 105 further including a step (b)': defining a word as 
potentially inappropriate for communication with a second intended recipient of the electronic 
document by specifying a third rating value for a third status field associated with said word in 
said electronic dictionary, s^d third rating value being based on a consideration of a gender, 
language use and/ or ethnioky of said second intended recipient. 
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108. (Ne^y added) The method of claim 105, ^(irther including a step of providing a threshold 
value which said first and/ or second rating value must exceed before a word is identified as a 
context restricted word. 

109. (Nemy added) A system for checking the word content of an electronic document, the 
system incluc 

a compWer readable storage stmcture for storing a word checking software module that 
can be executed by a computer processing device; 

an electronic\dictionary for storing dictionary words that can be used in the electronic 
document, saioNelectronic dictionary being set up such that one or more status fields can be 
associated with such dictionary words, said status fields containing a rating for an 
offensiveness andAjr inappropriateness of such dictionary word for a corresponding 
audience; 

wherein the word checking software module is configured such that when it is executed by 
the computer processingMevice it can perform the following operations: 

(i) selecting one or more language filters based on identifying which of said one 
or more status fields for said electronic dictionary words is/ are to be used for 
checking wonA in the document; 

(ii) using said one onmore language filters to check words used in the document 
against corresponding dictionary words by examining said rating in said 
status field(s); 

(ii^ generating an alert wh^ said one or more language filters detects a word that 
has a rating that indicates\it is offensive and/ or inappropriate for a 
corresponding audience; 
wherein the electronic document can be coWrolled to only include words that do not have 
a rating that indicates that such word is offensnye and/ or inappropriate for a corresponding 
audience. 
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1 10. (Ne^y added) The system of claim 109 wherein a rating in all of said status fields for a 
dictionary word are examined. 

111. (NeT\4y added) The system of claim 109 wherein said word checking software indicates 
which of said one or more language filters has detected a word that has a rating indicating that it 
is offensive and/ or inappropriate for a corresponding audience. 

1 12. (Ne\^y added) The system of claim 109 wherein^said rating can be varied to have a value 
from a scale of 1 to N, and where a higher value indicates a higher level of offensiveness of such 
word for said corresponding audience. | 

113. (Newdy added) The system of claim 1 12 wherein a threshold value can be specified for 
determining when an alert should be generated, based on comparing said rating in said status 
field to said threshold value. | 

114. (Newly added) The system of claim 109 wherein an author of said electronic document can 
control which language filters are used for checkir g said document. 
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115. (Newly added) A mediod of checking content of an electronic document comprising the steps 
of: 



(a) cemf iguring a language filter to be used for inspecting content of the electronic 
^ document to determine if it contains potentially inappropriate text, said language filter 

being cbnfigured based in part on an identity of intended recipients of the electronic 
document^vand 

(b) detecting whether said electronic document includes words specified within said 
language filter, ar 

(c) generating an outpikindicating the presence of any words detected during step (b); 
wherein said language filtekcan be adjusted during step (a) as needed according to said 

identity of said intended recipients. 

1 16. (Ne\\dy added) The method of claim 115 further including a step of setting up said language 
filter by specifying a first language filter intended for a first audience for the electronic 
document, and a second langilage filter intended for a second audience for the electronic 
document, each of said first anU second language filters containing words diat are potentially 
inappropriate for use with said first and second audiences respectively. 

1 17. (Newly added) The method of claun 116, wherein during step (a) said language filter is 
configured by setting status field values for words within either or both of said first and/ or 
second language filters. 



A nmhmA & ResponseforSN 09/014,424 



25 




118. (Ne\Hy added) A method of checking content of an electronic document comprising the steps 
of: 

(a) retiWing a word from the electronic document; 

(b) inspec^g said word with a language filter selected for the electronic document, said 
^/ languagelSjlter consisting of either or both of a first langjuage filter and/ or a second 

language filmr, said first language filter being associated with words that are potentially 
inappropriate KS^r xise in connection with a first group of persons, and said second 
language filter bemg associated with words that are potentially inappropriate for use in 
connection with a second group of persons; 
wherein a decision to disseijiinate the electronic document is based on a result of step (b). 

1 19. (Ne^y added) The method of claim 118 further including a step prior to (a) of: setting up said 
first and/ or second language^filters as part of an electronic dictionary having one or more 
customized electronic dictionaries containing words corresponding to said first and second 
language filters. 

120. (Newly added) The method of claim 119 wherein said first language filter includes words that 
are offensive and/ or obscene. 

121. (Newly added) The method of claim l20 wherein said second language filter includes words 
that may cause embarassment or financial loss by their inclusion in the electronic document. 

122. (Newly added) The method of claim 118 Wherein when said word is included within either of 
said first language filter and/ or second language filter, an indication of which of said first 
language filter and/ or second language filtersWas triggered is provided. 
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123.(NeVyaddecl) A system for checking content of an electronic document including: 

a computer readable storage structure for storing a word checking software module that 
can be exfec;uted by a computer processing device; 
^ . a configuraHe language filter, which language filter contains words to be used for 

^J^i^) checking the conrei^tof the electronic document; 

wherein the word cne^king software module is configured such that when it is executed 
by the computer processin^evice it can perform the following operations: 

(i) configuring said^sonfigurable language filter based in part on an identity of 
an intended recipieiibNof the electronic document; 

(ii) using said configurable mm;uage filter to check words used in the document; 

(iii) generating an alert when saidsconfigurable language filter is triggered; 
wherein dissemination of the electronic docmnent can be controlled based on whether the 

content is appropriate for an intended audience. \ 



\ 



124. (Newly added) The system of\^laim 123, wherein said configurable language filter includes a 
first language filter and a second language filter as part of an electronic dictionary file, and said 
first language filter is identified a first value specified in a first status field in said electronic 
dictionary file, and said second larigiiage filter is identified by a second value specified in a 
second status field in said electronia dictionary file. 



125. (Ne^y added) The system of claim 123, wherein said first language filter contains words that 
are offensive, and said second language mter contains words that are likely to cause harm 
and/ or embarassment by their inclusion in the document. 
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126. (Newly added) A system for checking content of an electronic document including: 
a computer readable storage structure for storing a word checking software module that 

can be executed by a computer processing device; 

a language\filter consisting of a first language filter and a second language filter, said first 
language filter being associated with words that are potentially inappropriate for use in 
connection wmi a first group of persons, and said second language filter being associated 
with words that\are potentially inappropriate for use in connection with a second group of 
persons; 

wherein the worci checking software module is configured such that when it is executed by 
the computer processing device it can perform the following operations: 

(i) selecting either or both of said first and second language filters for checking 
words m the document based in part on an identity of an intended recipient 
of the electronic document; 
(i^ using either or both of said first and/ or second language filters to check 

words xisea\in the docimient; 
(iii) generating aAindicator when either or both of said first and/ or second 
language filtersXis triggered; 
wherein dissemination of the electronic document can be controlled based on whether 
words contained therein are appropriate for an intended audience. 

127. (Newly added) The sys-^em of claim 126, wherein said first language filter and second language 
filter are part of an electronic dictionary file, and said first language filter is identified by a first 
value specified in a first status field in said electronic dictionary file, and said second language 
filter is identified by a second value specified in a second status field in said electronic dictionary 
file. 

128. (Newly added) The system of claim 127, wherein said first language filter contains words that 
are offensive, and said second languagevfilter contains words that are likely to cause harm 
and/ or embarassment by their inclusion in the document. 
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29. (Newly add^) A method of checking content of electronic documents comprising the steps 
of: 

(a) retrieviAg a word from a first electronic document; and 

(b) inspecting said word with a language filter selected for the first electronic document, 
said language filter consisting of either or both of a first language filter and/ or a second 
language filter, said first language filter being associated with words that are potentially 
inappropriatEe for use in connection with a first group of persons, and said second 
language filter being associated with words that are potentially inappropriate for use in 
connection wim a second group of persons; and 

(c) identifying whemer said word falls within said first language filter and/ or said second 
language filter, and 

(d) repeating steps (a\ through (c) for said first electronic document until all words in said 
first electronic document are inspected; and 

(e) repeating steps (a) through (d) for a second electronic document, wherein a language 
filter selected for theWcond electronic document can be varied from that used for said 
first electronic document. 



130, (Ne\\dy added) The method of claim 129, wherein said first language filter and second language 
filter are part of an electronic dictionary file, and said first language filter is identified by a first 
value specified in a first status field in said electronic dictionary file, and said second language 
filter is identified by a second value specified in a second status field in said electronic dictionary 
fUe. 



131. (Newly added) The method of claimsl29, wherein said first language filter contains words that 
are offensive, and said second languageiilter contains words that are likely to cause harm 
and/ or embarassment by their inclusion in the document. 
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\132. (Net^y added) A system for checking content of electronic documents including: 
' a computer readable storage structure for storing a word checking software module that 

can executed by a computer processing device; 

a language filter comprised of a first language filter and a second language filter, said first 
language filter being associated with words that are potentially inappropriate for use in 
connection with a first group of persons, and said second language filter being associated 
with wordsythat are potentially inappropriate for use in connection with a second group of 
persons; 

wherein the Vord checking software module is configured such that when it is executed 
by the computermrocessing device it can perform the following operations: 

(i) selecting either or both of said first and second language filters as said 

lansukge filter for checking content of electronic documents such that said 
first language filter can be used when said electronic document is a first type 
of document to be disseminated to said first group of persons, while said 
second language filter can be used when said electronic document is a second 
type of document to be disseminated to said second group of persons; 
(i^ using said language filter to check words used in said electronic documents; 
(ii^ generating an alWt when said language filter is triggered; 
wherein dissemination of said ekctronic documents, including both said first type of 
documents and said second type of doouments, can be controlled based on whether the content 
therein is appropriate for an intended auoience, including said first and second groups of 
persons. ' 

133. (Ne\^y added) The system of claim 132, wherein said first language filter and second language 
filter are part of an electronic dictionary file, and said first language filter is identified by a first 
value specified in a first status field in said electronic dictionary file, and said second language 
filter is identified by a second value specified in a second status field in said electronic dictionary 
file. 



134. (Newly added) The system of claini 132, wherein said first language filter contains words that 
are offensive, and said second language filter contains words that are likely to cause harm 

and/ or embarassment by their inclusion in the document. 
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135. (Newly ad^ed) A method of inspecting and verifying content of electronic documents 
X^omprising the steps of: 

( (a) providing one or more electronic documents whose contents are to be checked; and 

(b) providing^ set of language filters, each of said language filters being associated with a set 
of words tmt are inappropriate for use with a corresponding recipient group for said one 
or more elec\romc documents; and 

(c) selecting one or more of said language filters based in part on an intended recipient 
group identified for each of said one or more documents; and 

(d) checking a content of said one or more electronic documents using any language filters 
selected for said one or more electronic documents respectively during step (c); and 

(e) identifying whether any of said one or more electronic documents contain words that 
trigger said selected lan^ge filters. 

136. (Newly added) The method of cl^m 135, wherein different language filters can be used for 
different electronic docimients and different recipient groups. 

137. (Newly added) The method of clairn 135, wherein at least one of said language filters 
contains words whose common usageos considered offensive. 
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(Ne^y added) A system for inspecting and verifying content of electronic documents 
incliiking: 

a computer readable storage structure for storing a word checking software module that 
can be ejcfecuted by a computer processing device; and 

a set of language filters, each of said language filters being associated with a set of words 
that are inappropriate for use with a corresponding recipient group for one or more 
electronic documents; and 

wherein the Word checking software module is configured such that when it is executed 
by the computer processing device it can perform the following operations: 

(i) selecting one or more of said language filters based in part on an intended 

recipient group identified for each of said one or more documents; and 
(i^ checking^a content of said one or more electronic documents using any 
language filters selected for said one or more electronic documents 
respectively;^ 

(ii^ identifying wh^er any of said one or more electronic documents contain 
words that triggerssaid selected language filters, 
wherein said system can process electronic documents individually or as a batch. 



139. (Newly added) The system of claim 138, wherein different language filters can be used for 
different electronic documents and different recipient groups. 

140. (Newly added) The system of claim 139, wherein at least one of said language filters contains 



words whose common usage is considered q^ensive. 



Remarks 

Original claims 1 - 58, 60 - 63, 66 - 82 and newly added claims 83 - 140 are pending in the 
present application. Qaims 59, 64 and 65 are canceled. 

All of the original independent claims have been amended to better clarify and define the 
scope of the present invention. A detailed response to the objections and rejections raised by the 
Examiner follows, on a paragraph by paragraph basis to facilitate such review. 
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